Introduction
Paul Fr€ olich (1884-1953) was among the most important politicians in the Communist Party of Germany (KPD) and later in the Communist Party of Germany Opposition (KPDO) and the Socialist Workers' Party of Germany (SAPD). His 1939 biography of Rosa Luxemburg 1 also confirms his importance to historical scholarship, as the three volumes he edited about Luxemburg's estate 2 reflect his own position within communist history. In his early days as a communist, Fr€ olich was ideologically similar to his former idol Vladimir Lenin (1870 Lenin ( -1924 . The two men met for the first time at the Kienthal Conference 3 in 1916, and Fr€ olich followed Lenin and the Bolsheviks' policies in the following years. On the eve of the National Socialist "seizure of power," Fr€ olich praised Lenin's policies in the immediate aftermath of the Russian October Revolution of 1917. 4 Fr€ olich's exile in European countries, time in prison, time in a concentration camp, exiles in Czechoslovakia and France, and emigration from Europe changed nothing for him at the time. Only after he and his future wife Rosi Wolfstein (1888-1987) were exiled to New York in 1941 did he self-reflect in political isolation. In the following years, he increasingly saw Lenin as a demagogue 5 -Fr€ olich was never a Stalinist, but since he considered his position against Lenin's, his anti-Stalinism culminated in disgust and contempt. One of his later publications entitled "The Stalin Legend" 6 highlights this criticism and provides the reader with a theoretical-methodical tool for deconstructing Stalinist attitudes. However, it is necessary to explain certain historical events and the high points in Fr€ olich's life to contextualize and reconstruct the development of his antiLeninist and ultimately anti-Stalinist criticisms.
Some information about Fr€ olich's time in Germany and European exile will be highlighted, covering the years before his emigration to the United States (1941) in which he experienced both "new freedom" and "forced integration." The 1940s constituted one of the most eventful decades in human history; World War II, the demise of the Nazi empire, the Shoah, and its consequences, and Stalin's terror shaped the "Age of Extremes," as Eric Hobsbawm called it. 7 How did Fr€ olich's experiences during this period influence his view of the Russian Revolution of 1917? What were his main criticisms of the events of October 1917? His own biography, which I would like to outline briefly, provides some context.
Short biography
Born in 1884 in Neusellerhausen (Saxony), not far from the workers' stronghold Leipzig, Fr€ olich was the second of the 11 children.
8 Unlike Wolfstein's, Fr€ olich's parents Minna (n ee Munkwitz, 1860-1936) and Max Albin Fr€ olich (1858-1942), a long-time factory worker and locksmith, were enthusiastic advocates of Social Democracy, although the young Fr€ olich lived in far too narrow of an apartment under the watchful eyes of portraits of Karl Marx (1818-1883) and Ferdinand Lasalle (1825-1864), which were hung in the living room. 9 Fr€ olich had to help earn household income, so from an early age he spent two to three hours daily traveling several kilometers as a newspaper boy to distribute the social democratic party's newspaper, W€ ahler, and later the Leipziger Volkszeitung. Until 1907, Fr€ olich served in the 179 th Infantry Regiment in Wurzen, the region from which his paternal grandparents came. He lived in Leipzig again from 1907 to 1910 before wanting to "emigrate" 10 to Hamburg for a job.
11 He applied for a Prussian citizenship in 1912 that was granted to him and his family a year later, whereupon he began working as a reporter for the Hamburger Echo. However, he disliked the publication's highly reserved editorial department for a long time. Apart from his own articles, which primarily focused on Altona's local politics-where he was active as a town councilor-the newspaper was softened and dull, and he had never been able to sympathize with the chief editor. 12 Three and a half years later in 1939, he moved to Bremen.
In Bremen, Fr€ olich was finally free to develop his political ideas. His criticism of the SPD grew; as he wrote in his autobiography, "the party apparatus worked without initiative according to old rules, and from above was dampened." 13 However, he took advantage of his opportunity to speak politically with his new job at the Bremer B€ urgerzeitung, especially in light of the July Crisis and World War I when the SPD began to split following a political truce (Burgfriedenspolitik).
14 Both Fr€ olich and his then best friend Johann Knief (1880-1919) were drafted shortly after the beginning of the war. 15 After various engagements and dangerous campaigns in the field in which Fr€ olich noted the German soldiers' increasing unwillingness to fight in a lost war, he was severely injured as a corporal. He was treated in the hospital and freed from military service for a short while. What followed was his founding of the newspaper Arbeiterpolitik, later an organ of the left-wing radicals from Bremen, which he directed alongside Knief. 16 As mentioned earlier, he was part of the Kienthal Conference-which was something of a sequel to the Zimmerwald Conference-during Easter weekend in 1916. 17 Here, he made his first contact with Lenin. At the end of 1916, Fr€ olich was recalled and transferred to the Eastern Front. For him, the motto was, "Why the whole muck? That was the constant question." 18 He communicated his criticism of the war to socialist comrades among the soldiers, which led to his arrest and internment in a health care institution in Kiel in the middle of 1918. Fr€ olich was liberated from this political imprisonment only after the revolution in November 1918, when a socialist paramedic freed him. 19 No one had known that he considered deserting to reach the Mensheviks while on the Eastern Front in February 1917, but fortunately for him, he never tried-the act would have been punishable by death. 20 After the war, both Wolfstein and Fr€ olich became active politicians for the KPD. Fr€ olich was a member of the German Reichstag from 1921 to 1924, while Wolfstein was part of the Prussian Landtag at the same time. 21 After Lenin's death and the Bolshevization of the KPD shortly thereafter, Fr€ olich and Wolfstein-being a confirmed couple-were excluded by the new party leadership at the end of 1928. Both worked privately in the following years, Fr€ olich as an author and journalist and Wolfstein as a lecturer for the Berlin publishing houses MOPR and Malik. 22 Fr€ olich got re-elected in 1928, representing the KPD and later the KPDO (inner-communist opposition) in the Reichstag. However, he remained part of parliament even after leaving the party. 23 In 1932, both Fr€ olich and Wolfstein became members of the SAPD. After Adolf Hitler's (1889-1945) rise to power in 1933, the party decided to send Fr€ olich to Norway. There he led the German exiles in the SAPD, 24 and so his forced life abroad began.
Exile in Europe and America
Wolfstein also had to flee from Nazi thugs. When the Gestapo started to frisk the couple's apartment in Berlin in 1933, they found neither Wolfstein nor Fr€ olich. Wolfstein had emigrated on foot to Brussels after passing the German border behind Aachen, 25 and she lived there for three years without her partner. Fr€ olich, who was brought to L€ ubeck, started emigrating by boat on the way to Oslo. He was helped by a young 20-year-old ship boy, who later became famous under his SAPD codename Willy Brandt . However, the ship had to stop at Fehmarn Island after getting caught in a storm.
The local Nazis, who suspected Fr€ olich, arrested him and brought him to a prison in Kiel. 26 Fr€ olich was later deported to the concentration camp Lichtenburg in Saxony (today SaxonyAnhalt), where he stayed for five months. 27 He was accidentally freed in the 1933 Christmas amnesty and fled to Czechoslovakia. 28 After he achieved his goal of reaching Paris in the summer of 1934, he began working with the SAPD in exile. Wolfstein also became exiled in 1936, and so she and Fr€ olich railed against Nazi Germany for a few years. Most German "enemies" in France were imprisoned in the beginning of World War II, and Wolfstein and Fr€ olich were only separated because there were male and female camps for the prisoners.
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In 1940, the German Wehrmacht conquered the area of Fr€ olich's prison, which caused the camp warden to release the prisoners. He and some others were on a list of prisoners who had to remain interned until the end of war, but the indulgent French guards failed to notice the special prisoners' escape. Henry Jacoby (1905 Jacoby ( -1986 
New York 1941-1950
Because of the pervasive anticommunist sentiment in the United States, it was almost impossible for Fr€ olich and Wolfstein to have a political presence during their exile. They visited public lectures and events, drove to congresses abroad (e.g., in Canada) and maintained their personal network, but it was impossible for them to actively engage or interfere with American politics. Fr€ olich thus retired into private life, mainly as an author, to continue writing his important books or making them anew. He once again wrote about the treatises on the French Revolution, which the Gestapo stole from his apartment in Paris in 1940. 32 On the other hand, Wolfstein earned a large part of the household income by working for a Jewish refugee committee, assisting in the emigration of those persecuted by the Nazi regime, and as a housekeeper and nanny. 33 In 1948, under pressure from new American friends, Fr€ olich and Wolfstein finally married in New York. Wolfstein even took Fr€ olich's surname despite being 60 years old upon marriage. 34 They shared an apartment in Kew Gardens with a friendly couple, Ilya and Lisa Laub, for financial reasons. 35 Until 1945, the main theme in the letters between the Fr€ olichs and their old friends in Europe and America was the war, how it could be stopped, and what happened to their old friends who remained in Nazi Germany. After 1945, key themes were the East-West conflict, the building of a new third party between the KPD and the SPD, and dealing with the Soviet Union under its contemporary leader Stalin-the last wedge in the German working-class movement. During his exile, Fr€ olich repeatedly read Lenin's old articles, gained new insights about the Russian Revolution, and gradually changed his attitude about the events in 1917. 36 As for Wolfstein, she never wrote down her opinions about Russia in 1917; moreover, she never followed Lenin's theories like Fr€ olich did until the 1930s. 37 In the following, I will try to reconstruct Fr€ olich's perception of the Russian Revolution.
Re-reading the sources of the Russian Revolution
Fr€ olich first began discussing revolution and mass strikes in 1910. At that time, he wrote to his friend and tutor Dr. Hermann Duncker (1874-1960) that he was confused about political sentiments in Germany and hoped for an immediate revolution of any kind. 38 However, history shows nothing happened for the next seven years, even in the face of war. As mentioned before, Fr€ olich first encountered the February Revolution of 1917 as a soldier in the field. Even if he was not too close to the Mensheviks as he was to the Bolsheviks at that time, he was at risk of joining the Russians. Still, nothing happened. He was imprisoned for the next months. 39 Therefore, like Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht (1871-1919), he was forced to wait for the October Revolution's success behind bars.
After being released, Fr€ olich took over as editor-in-chief of the Red Flag (Rote Fahne) in Hamburg for some time. 40 During Christmas of 1918, he gathered with other left-wing radicals from Hamburg and Bremen in Berlin, where the KPD was founded a week later. 41 During this time and for a while after that, he supported Lenin's positions, especially concerning the Russian Revolution. He also criticized Rosa Luxemburg and became increasingly radical. 42 After the murder of Kurt Eisner (1867-1919) and the brutal suppression of the Bavarian Soviet Republic, which he observed and documented from the underground for posterity, Fr€ olich went off the radar and lived anonymously for a few months due to his party membership. 43 On a theoretical level, he had joined Heinrich Brandler (1881-1967), August Thalheimer (1884-1948), and Wilhelm Koenen (1886-1963). They wanted to force a new revolution with their "offensive theory." 44 The March Action also occurred in 1921, which took place in the industrial regions located in Halle, Leuna, Merseburg, and Mansfeld. 45 The extent to which Fr€ olich was involved in the actions on the streets, which were characterized by terrorist attacks and murders, is currently unknown. However, it seems likely that he was an active part of it. Contrary to possible expectations, Lenin was horrified-it was not in his plan to employ the strategies used during October 1917 in Germany, too. After several letter exchanges between the two parties, Lenin demanded that the German ringleaders attend as a closed audience, whereupon he could properly read the Riot Act to them. Nothing else is known about this conversation besides the fact that the Bolshevik leader excused his use of curse words in a subsequent letter to Fr€ olich and others who were part of the meeting. 46 Regardless of the curses, Fr€ olich remained a faithful follower of Lenin and his theories.
A few months later, the Communist Party of the Soviet Union's Central Committee decided that Clara Zetkin (1857-1933) and Adolf Warski (1868-1937) were to publish Rosa Luxemburg's papers. Fr€ olich was envisaged as an editor, which corresponded with Lenin's wishes. However, contrary to all expectations, Fr€ olich's first three volumes were not related to the Russian Revolution. This was not due to Fr€ olich's agenda, but instead resulted from a legal dispute with Paul Levi (1883 Levi ( -1930 , who had already published some passages from the Luxemburg's estate. 47 Fr€ olich was thus blocked from discussing the subject. Nevertheless, he later wrote about the topic in detail when he penned one of the all-time most important Luxemburg biographies during his subsequent exile in France. The book was published in 1939, 20 years after Luxemburg's death. However, five days before Hitler came to power in 1933, Fr€ olich had to defend Lenin's "Red Terror" against Stalin's wheeling and dealing. One of them deplored the regrettable aspects of a monarchist society, while the other used his power as a dictator to suppress his own people. 48 Fr€ olich, who was still not averse to Lenin, appealed to one of the most original principles in Bolshevik theory during his French exile. He began to draw parallels between the modern revolutions. The fundamental craftwork of every Russian Revolutionary was an attitude, as it were, of the French Revolutionaries in the eighteenth century. 49 He still drew comparisons, but he had little time to think about them intensively. Because of his active work in the SAPD and constant discussions with comrades, his theoretical development was not a priority for some time. That only changed after his departure to America; on one hand he gained liberty and distanced himself from the war, but on the other hand, he also faced unemployment. Whether Fr€ olich was ever seriously concerned about a job is still unknown, but at any rate, Wolfstein worked steadily to raise money for them both. 50 Both Fr€ olich and Wolfstein met their old friends during their first year in the United States. However, when this group of 16 former SAPD individuals started meeting more often starting in 1942 to discuss possible political developments in Germany after Hitler, Wolfstein and Fr€ olich dissociated themselves from their old friends. Jacob Walcher (1887-1970) in particular had no sympathy for this attitude, calling Wolfstein and Fr€ olich "cowards" and "chickenshit" in later letters. 51 He did not understand why the two were afraid to face the war between Russia and Hitler's Germany being on Stalin's side. 52 Apart from the fact that they had always rejected the dictator's policies, they also had thorns in their sides that their friends all seemed to ignore.
In the 1920s, the two were excluded from the KPD as so-called "right-dissenters." 53 This was partly not only due to the new leaders of the German party, Arkadi Maslow (1891- 1886-1944) and, of course, Josef Stalin (1878-1953) himself. Maslow and Fischer were initially loyal to Stalin and demanded a party line along left-wing radicalism after Lenin's death. 54 Those who opposed them were defamed as part of the party's "right wing." 55 After internal disputes and problems with Moscow, which cannot be described in detail here, 56 Maslow and Fischer also had to end their career in the KPD. They lived in French exile from 1933 to 1940, after which they fled to Spain. While Ruth Fischer was granted an entry visa to the United States, Maslow had bad luck 57 -he traveled to Cuba where he died in 1941. His unconscious body was found in the streets of Havana, and a few hours later, he died of a cerebral hemorrhage. 58 However, Ruth Fischer suspected the People's Commissariat for Internal Affairs (NKVD) of murdering her companion with poison. Following the opinion of Fischer's biographer Mario Keßler, I generally agree with the murder hypothesis. 59 Hurt by hatred, she became an antiCommunist, acted as an informant for the FBI, and worked as a researcher for Harvard University studying the history of communism. 60 She accused multiple German emigrants of being Stalin's agents without reason, which brought her former comrades into life-threatening situations. 61 Fr€ olich's "far-sightedness" is therefore understandable, and he did not pursue any obviously left-wing activities in the United States because even old friends could have been spies. His own savior from his oppressed life in Europe, Varian Fry, had experienced what it meant to sympathize with Hitler's opponents on his own. 62 In addition, even after the war and in the age of massive communist hunting, that is, McCarthyism, Ruth Fischer was not ashamed to testify against her own brothers because they had been communists. 63 In this poisoned atmosphere, which Fr€ olich judged far more effectively than, for example, Jacob Walcher, the old network of German socialists exiled to America broke apart. In the following years, Fr€ olich sat at his desk each day and reread old books, uncovering new connections, and reconsidered his judgment about Lenin one last time. 64 His old friend Henry Jacoby, a fellow inmate in France who published an autobiography, describes how he had visited Fr€ olich one day in his apartment in Kew Gardens. When Jacoby entered the study, Fr€ olich, instead of greeting his friend, said, "Jacky, this is a great story. This demagogue, I have to read something to you." 65 Jacoby considered this break from Lenin as an issue of political morality that had only emerged in Fr€ olich's American exile. In the United States, Fr€ olich had written his book called "1789," and as a sensitive character, he was consumed by the object of his investigation on more than one occasion. He himself wrote: "I have been led to work to clarify the new development in Russia, and I am convinced that the results will also shed light on the current problems of democracy, dictatorship and the revolutionary bureaucracy." 66 67 Inner scruples about criticisms of Lenin prevented him from continuing his work. After his death, only two chapters of the planned book were ready for press. 68 As Jacoby stated, "The reason why Paul had not made progress despite the many preparatory work he had done before, was, in part, the existence as a refugee with all his material and psychological handicaps, but also due to the changes in his view of the Russian Revolution, which had also changed the questioning of history." 69 After Wolfstein and Fr€ olich returned to Germany in 1950, both joined the SPD. 70 Any alternatives were forbidden. The SED in the Soviet zone was just as Moscow dependent as the KPD was in the three Western territories, so it was not an option for anti-Stalinists. However, a third socialist party besides the KPD and the SPD, the SAPD, was also undesirable. The SAPD's influence prior to 1933 and the splitting of the working-class movement had shown that this course only led to the movement's erosion. 71 In the SPD, both Fr€ olich and Wolfstein adopted far-left positions. While Wolfstein had already officially retired at age 63, she was unofficially active in the SPD, the AWO (workers' charity organization) and trade unions until her death in 1987. 72 Fr€ olich was a teacher at the Georg-von-Vollmar-Akademie in Kochel/See for the last three years of his life. However, the couple lived in Frankfurt/Main. 73 volume of the work, "Um den Weg zum Sozialismus" 74 by L.A. Jenssen [ D Ludwig Jacobsen] had been published in 1951, Fr€ olich answered him in a critical review. 75 Although he does not withdraw his criticism of Lenin's demagogy that he made in New York, he contradicts the author by denying the accuracy of some of his statements about Lenin. Jenssen owed the Russian Revolution's failure to Lenin's imperialist theory: "It has seduced the Bolsheviks to the premature and therefore failed experiment of setting up a socialist society with its devastating consequences." 76 Jenssen does not necessarily contradict the Theory of Determinism as advocated indirectly by Francis Fukuyama, Eric Hobsbawm or Martin Malia . 77 They considered Stalin's victory (and thus Stalinism) as a determinant of the October Revolution. David North contested this theory in 2016: "Hobsbawm was completely indifferent to the oppositional tendencies that fought within the Communist Party of the Soviet Union for the emergence of the dictatorship under Stalin. For him, discussions about alternatives to Stalin's rule were counterfactual and thus inadmissible." 78 North resumes his critical analysis based on the idea of retrospective inevitability: "After the train of history deposed Lenin at the Finnish station in April 1917, he was steered by unscrupulous Marxists and rolled on a one-way track directly into the 1991 debacle, with pre-programmed stop at Lubyanka and the Gulag Archipelago." 79 Fr€ olich would probably agree here-perhaps apart from the anachronism-and he certainly did in his historical responses to Jenssen's work. Fr€ olich also comments about a Marx quote 80 that Jenssen used out of context and had obviously overestimated: "From Marx's theorem, Jennsen draws the conclusion that a period of catastrophes and, as a consequence of imperial development, is only a pipe-dream, and that the working class should not think of overcoming capitalism until it has made its way to the -soft end." 81 He concludes: "First there is the heretical objection 82 to be made: even a proposition of Marx proves no more than that Marx once grasped the thought expressed in it. That is, it is not an axiom, but its correctness has only to be proved in history." 83 As such, Fr€ olich was relatively undogmatic. The following quote from the same review is intended to illustrate the high level at which the autodidact Fr€ olich opposed his Marxist colleague with his "own weapons," and, so to speak, extinguished Marx with Marx. He thereby allowed sympathy for Leon Trotsky (1879-1940), which Fr€ olich had lost for Lenin since his American exile:
Jenssen thinks that the strategy has sprung from Lenin's Theory of Imperialism. That's obviously not true. This theory is based on Hilferding's "financial capital," published in 1910. 84 The strategy adopted by the Bolsheviks in 1917, however, was already developed in 1905 in the violent conflicts within Russian social democracy, in which imperialism played no role, and for which Lenin did not share his own views on the decline of capitalism. Trotsky's strategy was most clearly elaborated in his Theory of Permanent Revolution, and Trotsky, judging from his works known in the West, did not embrace certain of the ideas that Lenin developed in his "imperialism." In 1905 and later, the Bolsheviks declared that the Russian Revolution was about overcoming absolutism and the remnants of feudalism, that is, a bourgeois revolution. However, the bourgeoisie will by no means muster the will to bring this revolution to an end. Therefore, the working class in alliance with the farmers must seize political power. While Lenin hesitated, Trotsky declared that as a ruling class, the working class would be forced by circumstances and self-interest to go beyond the bourgeois revolution and make its way to socialism. She could reach the goal on this path if she was supported by the revolution in economically advanced countries. If these revolutions did not happen, the Russian Revolution would be doomed to defeat. It is not about a free choice of politics, but about a historical imperative.
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Conclusion
Henry Jacoby wrote that Fr€ olich "hoped that the Russian bureaucracy would be made superfluous by the dynamic development of the economy and thus of society as a whole. Once the plan had been expanded, the bureaucracy would lose its function." 86 Fr€ olich always regarded the future skeptically; he lacked alternate solutions to the failing system in Russia to provide a suitable perspective for post-war Germany. Although his 1949 book "Zur Krise des Marxismus" 87 was met with keen interest and extremely positive sentiments, he was annoyed that the book also provided no answers to the question "What then instead?" He even referred to this as the "Achilles verse" of his book. 88 This uncertainty is best illustrated by an answer he gave in a panel discussion on what differentiates his position from Stalin's: "The difference between Stalin and my own kind is not that we do something else in his place, but that we can not be in his place." 89 Indeed, as demonstrated here, Fr€ olich knew Trotsky's role. The following quotes 90 about Stalin will further explain Fr€ olich's deconstruction:
